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Call for Papers—36th Annual AAPOR Conference 
The Inn, Buck Hili Falls, Pa., May 28—May 31, 1981 


The 1981 conference will focus on the formation and effects of the public opinion process 
and on historical overviews. Disagreements and ideas that challenge accepted views are 
especially welcome. The subjects being considered are: 


Opinion of and about the military/defense. Studies of long-term trends in public 
opinion. Studies of blacks. The semi-official status of surveys for decision making 
effects of increased use of telephone interviewing. New technologies in the mass 
media. Mass media effects. Public opinion and the economy. Surveying institu- 
tional populations (employees, Russia, China, etc.). Missing respondents: social, 
political, and class implications. Response rates. Foundations of our craft: what is 
a question/what is an answer. Government decisions through surveys vs. repre- 
sentative government. Public opinion in the historical process. Understanding 
consumer behavior (auto industry, energy, etc.). Organized religion and the opinion 
process. Papers on other public opinion research topics will also be considered. 


To allow sufficient time for the review procedures, submit the paper or a 2-3-page 


summary by January 31, 1981. 

Send all papers to: Professor F. Goldner, Department of Sociology, Queens College, 
Flushing, New York 11367. 

Suggestions for roundtable discussion, intended to promote interchanges between partici- 
pants, should be sent to either Professor Paul M. Hirsch, University of Chicago Business 
School, 5836 S. Greenwood, Chicago, Illinois 60637, or Dr. Dorothy Jessop, Department 


of Pediatrics, Albert Einstein College, Pelham Pkwy and Eastchester Road, Bronx, New 
York 10461. 
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